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sirtfira? 3tffenj«RT 
^ f^#, 26 HT^, 1999 

li^ni HOT % OT HOT f* fanfirIH 

% 4IK1M? % WI if Iff 3RT*T | 


Tf. 34/1/98-^5 *.-tot *te* Suiter nig# ht hrhM # httoth, hh 

THTIWI HOT Hite OT fclSWT , 1995 % 3T^TTC tenf #?TR 

OTjqfa H#?IH foftfe, OT&?# HOT OTfiRlf % 3faOTOT 

faW&,OTl«»>cril % Ste^ TFT? TH$ HR HfaOTt WT HOT t S % 

HOT5T TH% HOT ^TOTTH TJrT $ OT HOT ^ fanfiHH Tfi^rr % 

arntter mich Hfcr ott # hh wdt tflnrajAi; hot% ot tfjfnr jv nifoOT 
hjhh 1r i 

1- H#m TOTRi^faTH OTOT^ if Hfa OT THTR, fS, PTt M 7J#TOT7 TjteOTT 

^ ot ot hot fr tenfter ottwt % § w? hr ^wott oth otot 

HOT f i 


~ OTT3HT HOT 1975 % 5501 HOT 5503 if H^ l ff H 

% I HOTfa, HR OTjtelH %OTT H^TTOTH; % 3?TT fat ift TO $ OTfOTH 3^ ^ 
OTOTOTT Htf % I 
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2 ft % fo TOT ft TTTTT 4T TTTTTT 

fTHKltan '3TTT ^><11 TT TUT % : - 

- #ttt frtfftfey 
TT- 4*rftcT Mftfc . 

T • WE ^ W^T falftcS 

t- *frro, 

T\ #TOT ftftfrftTTTO wtftUIT 

*k 

#T ft, iFTfsTT ft ft ftfaTT W wN OT ^ I ^ ^ W 

ft fa ft-ft-ftrofaRT rafafts ttt wr tot Tft m ft; TOftr tttett ft 

qifaftr tt ftnrrr 73*7 u^t«rt It i air: Tift Trftft Tftm ftr ftr ft with ftrcqji 

TOT TTft ft STOTT 5ft ftjST wr ft | 

3. yw^ff »ff: TftftT ftfa ft Ttftftr ft?r ^ tot fftftro ^fftro $( 
faFfc f*ift to fftTOTO ftsn 5ft tot tot £) 


4. WTR TT^ft Ttft ft TOT fft^TT ft fft? U4T ^TTrfatf TTcT 3ft? 

TOT ^ft?R JJeJ 4T TT TST ft fftqfrad W ^ ft I TRft gRI WITfef 

tot t? 4 fftwra ft?fj ft airuiftm tot. fftrnff 4) awT 3> fttor tttt Tiftt w Tftt 
ft I 


5. TO TOT TO TlPjR 

<T>. WIMI Tjofl: ft TTFTRI ^1 diT TOT ( I ) nM TOTlft ft fftdft 4ft 

ftroft 

(2 ) ftH ^ftTTcT, 'TO TO f^cft ft 3TTTO ftWRT TT?T ft Wft <ft TOft ft 

3Tttoft 5RT fftTifa TTf TOT TTfuR TO i^ftfcMh 4>T?44 ftPlfftd ^RI ft 3TTOK 44 
tft4T ft I fftWRT ftftt ft T?ftfcJ4> WjH'T ft 4TTTO4 ^ ft HftU ft* TOT ^TOT 
4Tf4T W ft I 

5_ fftftd Iffq: 4TOftt ft ftftdft TOT flftft ft 3TOT4 44 fo44Td ftftt ft 

tftftd ^5 ^r tot fftrn ft i TOt ft -w ^c?t 4n fftro wft ft fay 

TTT^TO^ ftft d«TT 4HftTO ft fay TOTftTO ftf 4t*T ftt ft I 

’ft. yjyftiw fftm ft ffty ^ totot 3lk fftftd 5^?r w fftmr ywft nr tot 

TTfftR ; ^TTO fttroft ft T>rftt ftTT t I 

ftTT TO ft JW ^TT TOtn TTWRI ft fTft d®TT ^tfftTO ^fftTO ft 

fftWTd \3TTO 4)1 TTFIPT ^ ftb)Tftt ^4T ft fa^T 44 fft TOT Iftftd fft?TT 

TOT ftsft ^TTflVTWTT TO m ftftd ft fft ^ftf TOft TOT ^fftTO ft 

yftfad) 4>TO4 ft fftftdftt SRT 4T4T ft fftTOTO TOT 45T TOT fft*rt ^ 4?T ft I 

6. gfa TWT gggggg ftte: TTftftt ^ftlf ft ftftftT tfttft^T 3TTlft4) ftftdT) 
ftft vJdTOT fftfftft, TOTR ft TTfttTTft, cTO/?lfft 3TTfft 4TTO TOT ftf^RT WT ft TOfft 
ft fft TOT ft Tim TTM ^fttT ftt ?lfft ft I 34T TO ft TOfcT TOR ft fft 
fftTKIsftT T<TO ft 3TOTft ft TTftftt ^fttT ftt ?lfft ^ ft I 
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7 . dflfa arta gprer $ ^i«w»l *rc ftw ^ n^nPRr 

Rwrt d) ^ dT PidIRid frwnr *rra ^ ai*?iftd m^r 
dv$^ fM ?mt irmd d? *r4w ^ rrrM dfN art*j <r^tt % I 


a dcfaH uffa ^ JRtdR <fr fcTTf v?fa 3Rf$ 1 3l$cl, 1998 ^ 31 few* 
1998 (^ ^) dft % I 


9. qpreifrn: frwTd <ftft ^ Pnfeft w trroftd amiddfl <f>r 
Rerffttf W 3fa S*T ^ ^#ftd ^tRT ^ W 1<W!pfd atelfl. flflM 4*roR, 
MiedM JRPT, ^jt’T ddd, M ftwft - 110 011 ^ 3PR ftdTR ddR d>T 3*^lW 
dRcT f? 3TeRT £ fcR3T uIT ^T I I sRrf ^T 7^ cfTeft d>tf 3frf dT# 4t 4ft. 3t M 
\fmidftl dft 4t*fT <$ 4t<R ftsrfftd 3fk #T uffa ^ Tftffof ai^dd £ TWcft £1 

10 zft ^tqi :d(kR Rfa ^ 4t ^[ddl fcrfacT 4 4t RT? 3ft? 

wfr dn^idd q<r w wnPtd aftojpft <£ wi. afa'tjiHi ^ wd>iftid <tf\ 
drtta ^ 40 frtf $ 4^r RFft drf^ i <renft. f?3R gmr Rdfadfi d*u amradfi 
dft STePT ^ f^RsTT RT W £ 3TePT % fcPt dR f ^ clT#!5 % 40 ft4f ^ 

ifoR^HT M ^Pft I 

ii. w M «ffa w <*>r 3ft <$ mm ^^rrPm ateit ufo foq 

*p? m*t $ ■to <ft$ w? PicraT $jw p <i ^rt ftRft jtor ^ a^t ^tcft t 
?ft, d? igM PRWi ^ drj'FiK af^r^r 3 wr w tiwff ^ araR ^r anr^ 
dRWxTT t i 


12 , *5na R^r 6(7) cfc a^HR> ^ ^ dTcft ^ 

dT^f 'Hl4ylPl<tt d)TW 3>T MffPI WFf TTdnft ^ ftretf 3RI f%«R^ mfM SRI f^ TR 
TRfOt <$ a^flM'ftd ^>q fti? % | 

1 dR d>>4 dT^ aid^«t> ^JERT dfd d^t W ^Rcft t W vff^T W 
gj Tto 3RMT ^n M t RT ^d^ot ^T ^ rN it WHIT ^fcRft % «ft af&d^ . 
^ ?l«zft <£ amR m TRd^R #ffl f^nmM dR 7TWT | yft df 
7PRRI % I 


■# fd^T ^TT, H^lftfl STfasRlft 


^ rjnr - ^ 
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7 MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION , 

New Delhi, the 26th March, 1999 

Subject'-initiation of anti-dumping Investigations concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre 
originating in or exported from t urkey, Hungary and European Union. 


No. 34/1/98-DGAD.-—M/s. Indian Acrylics Ltd,, Chandigarh, Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., New-Delhi and Consolidated 

fibres and Chemicals Ltd,, Calcutta have tiled a petition In accordance with the Customs Tariff ~ 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection ol Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and tor 
Determination ot Injury) Rules, 1995 betore the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as 
the Authority) alleging dumping of Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported trom Turkey, 
Hungary and the European Union and have requested tor anti-dumping investigations and levy 
of anti-dumping duties. 

1 ■ Product involved: The product undo- investigation in fee present case is Acrylic Fibre 
( referred to as subject goods hereinafter) originating in or exported from Turkey. Hungary and 
European Union. 

Acrylic Fibre is classified under Customs sub-heading no. 5501 and 5503 of fee Customs 
lantt Act, 1975. The classification is however indicative wily and in no way binding on fee 
scope of fee present investigations. 

2. Domestic Industry Standing: llic petitioner has stated that Acrylic Fibre is being produced 
in India by fee following: 

(a) Indian Acrylics Ltd., 

(b) Pasupati acrylon Ltd., 

(c) Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals Ltd., 

(d) J.K.Synthetics Ltd., 

(e) Indian Petrochemical Corpn. 

Further fee Forum ot Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers has supported the petition. The petitioner has 
claimed feat J.K. Synthetics Ltd., is presently not in operation, ihc petitioners account tor 73.7% 
ot fee total Indian production, The petitioners, therefore, satisfy fee standing to tile the present 
petition on behalf ot the domestic industry. 

3 _ Country( les) Involved: lhe countries mvolved m the present investigations are Turkey, 
Hungary and fee European Union (referred to as subject countries hereinafter). 

4 _Llke Coods:_ 1 he petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to fee 
goods originating m or exported Horn Turkey, Hungary and the European Union. Goods 
produced by fee petitioner are being treated as Like Articles to fee goods imported from fee 
subject countries within the meaning of fee Rules. 
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s. Du mping and Pannin g 

a. Normal Value: The petitioner has claimed normal value based on (1) invoices raised tor 
sale in the domestic markets; (ii) the dumping margins arrived at by the Authority m the 
earlier case of the subject goods involving imports from Spam, Portugal, Japan and Italy; 
and (in) constructed value of Acrylic Fibre. There is sufficient prana facie evidence with 
regard to normal value of Acrylic Fibre in the subject countries. 


b. Kipo rt price: the petitioner has claimed export price from DGC1S data, lhe petitioner has 
claimed adjustments on account of ocean freight marine insurance and commission to 
arrive at the ex-factory price. 

c. Considering die normal value and export price as detailed above, the dumping margins are 
significantly higher than lhe dc-minimus limits. 

there is sufficient prana facie evidence that the normal value of the product under 
consideration in Turkey, Hungary and the European Union is significantly higher man the 
price at which it has been exported to India, indicating, pnma facie, that the subject goods 
are being dumped/ shall be dumped by the exporters from Turkey, Hungary and European 
Union. 


6. Injury and Causal Link: The various economic indicators relating to domestic industry 
such asproduction, sales, market share, profit/loss etc. collectively and cumulatively, indicate 
that die domestic industry has suffered mjury. There is sufficient pnma facie evidence that the 
imports of the product under consideration have caused material injury to the domestic industry. 

7. Initiatio n o f Anti-Dump i ng Investigation: i n view of the foregoing paragraph, the 
Designated Authority initiates anti-dumping investigations to determine the existence, degree 
and effect of alleged dumping of me subject goods originating; in or exported horn me subject 
countries. 

8. Period of Investigation: lhe period of investigation for the purpose of me present 
investigations is 1* April, 1998 to 31 “ December 1998 (9months). 

9. Submission of information: lhe exporters in me subject countries and me importers m 
India known to be concerned are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
me form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to me Designated Authority, 
Ministry of Commerce, Directorate of Anti- Dumping, Udyog 13 ha van, Ncw-Delhi -110011. 
Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to me investigation in me 
prescribed form and maimer within me time limit set out below. 

10. Tim e Limit : Any information relating to me present investigations should be sent in writing 
so.as to reach me Authority at me address mentioned above not later man forty days from me 
date of publication of this notification, lhe known exporters and importers, who are boing 
addressed separately, are, however, required to submit me information within forty days from 
me date of letter addressed to mem separately. 
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11. Anti-dump mg investigations being a time bound exercise, the Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of tacts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra, 
it no response u received within die time stipulated or die information iB incomplete in any 
respect 

12. Ins pection of Public File: in terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public 
tile containing non-contidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

13. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
info rmati on within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority 
may record its findings on the basis of the tacts available to it and make such recommendations 
to die Central Government as deemed fit 


RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110034,1999 




